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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
07/07/2008 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. This office action is in response to amendment /reconsideration filed on 
07/08/2008, the amendment/reconsideration has been considered. Claims 10, 11, 16, 
20 and 23 have been amended. Claims 10-24 are pending for examination, the rejection 
cited as stated below. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 07/07/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In the remarks, applicant argued in substance that 

(a) Prior art "Chiu" does not teach "that serial numbers used as seed numbers 

are the manufacturers' serial number". 

As to point (a), Examiner respectfully disagrees and points to "Chiu" Col.1 , lines 
45-49, where seed number can be any of the serial numbers corresponding to any of 
the devices of the same kind in the bus. It is obvious that devices are manufactured by 
specific manufacturer and it is standard practice, that serial number or device numbers 
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are given by the manufacturer before shipping out from the factories. Therefore, Chiu's 
seed number is equivalent to manufacturer serial numbers claimed in instant 
application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 10-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chiu (Patent No.: US 6647402 B1), hereinafter "Chiu" in view of Humpleman et al. 
(Patent No.: US 7103834 B1), hereinafter "Humpleman". 

5. As to claim 10, Chiu discloses the invention substantially including the key 
concept of instant invention e.g., "generate a random number when a manufacturer's 
serial number for a first client appliance is equal to an identification of a second client 
appliance (Chiu, Fig.1, Abstract, where obtaining seed number and generating random 
number based on the seed number and compares the serial number if it already exists, 
Chiu further elaborate that having a CPU "central processing unit" in any device or 
equivalent^ in electronic devices / microcomputer, has solved the problem to generate 
a random number Chiu, Col.1 , lines 61-64) and to assign the random number as an 
identification of the first client appliance (Chiu, Fig.1, element-130, lines 61-67, where it 
is obvious that the random number is assigned to a device / appliance). 
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Chiu however is silent on disclosing the "home server appliance with client 
appliances operatively connected to home network". 

Humpleman however discloses, "home server appliance with first and second 
client appliances operatively connected to home network" (Humpleman, Fig.3A, Home 
device "server"-204 and DTV "client"-202 operatively connected in home network 
environment). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Chiu with the teachings of 
Humpleman in order to provide a home network system with central command 
processing unit to further enhance the management of devices from a single location. 

6. As to claims 16 and 20, are rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 1 
above. 

7. As to claim 1 1 , Chiu and Humpleman discloses the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 10, including, a database configured to store the identification of the client 
appliances (Chiu, Abstract, where newly generated serial numbers are compared 
means the devices or appliances serial numbers are stored in a table or database or a 
file); 

a random number generator configured to generate the random number when 
there is a conflict between the client appliances addresses as previously stored in the 
database (Chiu, Abstract, it is obvious that serial numbers are generated to avoid the 
stored appliances serial numbers and even if they match the new serial number are 
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generated which are compared with the stored appliances serial numbers already 
stored in the database); and 

a microcomputer configured to access the database and the random number 
generator and to assign the random number as the identification of the first client 
appliance (Chiu, Fig.1 , Col.1 , lines 60-67, where Chiu explains that having a CPU 
"central processing unit" which can equivalently perform to microcomputer to generate a 
random number and obviously for comparing reasons it access some database or table 
to generate a unique random number which can be assigned to an appliance for 
identification purposes). 

8. As to claim 12, Chiu and Humpleman discloses the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 10, including, a server provide the client appliance based on the 
identification of the client appliance a control command to control the first client 
appliance (Humpleman, Abstract, where system is disclosed for commanding and 
controlling diverse home devices by mean of link file for device identification). 

9. As to claim 13, Chiu and Humpleman discloses the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 12, including, a control command unit configured to receive the control 
command (Humpleman, Fig.3A, HTML File, Col.6, lines 51-58, where each html file 
contains specific control and command information for a respective device DTV 
receives this html file); and 

a control result output unit configured to output control state information when the 
control state information is received from the client appliance (Humpleman, Fig.3A, 
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Col. 7, lines 15-19, where DTV-202 sends the command/control back to home device 
server). 

10. As to claim 14, Chiu and Humpleman discloses the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 10, including, wherein a home server communication module format the 
data communicated between the home server appliance and the home network 
(Humpleman, Col. 23, lines 6-1 1 , where EPG information is dependent on DBSS that is 
used and therefore needs to be converted to standard format which implicitly describes 
the known compatibility issues in the network environment). 

11. As to claim 17, is rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 14 above. 

12. As to claim 1 8, is rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 1 5 above. 

13. As to claims 19 and 21, are rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 12 
above. 

14. As to claim 22, Chui and Humpleman disclose the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 20, including, providing from the home server appliance to the first client 
appliance an access signal (Humpleman, Col.11, lines 33-38, where arbitration protocol 
is employed between the home devices as to which device will take the DHCP 
responsibility means there employed a polling process), before receiving at the home 
server appliance from the first client appliance the information of the manufacturer's 
serial number (Humpleman, Col.11, lines 24-28, where predefined IP address from 
manufacturer of specific device can be equivalent to manufacturer serial number). 
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1 5. As to claim 23, is rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 1 0 above. 

16. Claims 15 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chiu and Humpleman in view of Terry (Pub. No.: US 2001/00361 99 A1 ), 
hereinafter "Terry". 

17. As to claim 15, Chiu and Humpleman disclose the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 14, including, a memory configured to store address information of the 
home server appliance on the home network (Humpleman, Fig.3A, DHCP server 
Col. 12, lines 1-3, where DHCP server-31 0 stores addresses in the DHCP database); 

Chiu and Humpleman however are silent on disclosing, "a modem configured to 
convert data to be communicated between the home server appliance and the home 
network into a format based on an appropriate protocol". 

Terry however discloses, "a modem configured to convert data to be 
communicated between the home server appliance and the home network into a format 
based on an appropriate protocol" (Terry, Fig.1, Modem circuitry-328, [0032], where 
converter 336 is provided in Modem circuitry to translate the data between 
communication end points); and 

a modem controller configured to control the modem (Terry, Fig.1, Modem circuitry-328, 
[0032], Obviously there is a modem controller configured to control the modem based 
via instructions/software driver etc.). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Chiu and Humpleman with the 
teachings of Terry in order to make the system platform independent. 

18. As to claim 24, Chui, Humpleman and Terry discloses the invention substantially 
as in parent claim 21 , including, wherein the identification of the client appliance is 
stored in a client communication modem operatively connected to the client appliance 
((Terry, Fig.1, Modem circuitry-328, [0032], Since modems are translating data and 
dealing with TCP/IP protocol therefore, it has to store the source and destination 
address). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TAUQIR HUSSAIN whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1247. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571 272 3913. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

U. HV 

Examiner, Art Unit 2152 



/Dohm Chankong/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2152 



